| as higher than that ot villeins. There were special officers to deal with{them || Newdegate. Suffice it to say, that the absolution to which he 
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THE CONVERSION MUMMERY AT EXETER H ALL, AND |j S0lemnly swear on the true faith of a Christian, and take their seats in that 


THE DEBATE ON THE THIRD READING OF THE house without being beholden to any earthly means or act of the legislature. 
PARLIAMENTARY OATHS’ BILL. | For himself, he should oppose the bill vi et armis. (A laugh.) 


THE numerous letters which; have reached us, manifesting an It is a pity that Mr. Raphael is an Armenian, else Lord Ashley 


( hould have at i Society 
approval of our warfare against the Conversion Society, encourage Rephaa 


us to persevere in our defensive system of opposition to the attacks |} to be. is i i boured ligious 
on the Jews recently made at Exeter Hall. When we reflect, bigots 
moreover, on the vast influence which the clergy of this country | when he inne a candidate for the office of sheriff of the city of 
exercise over their flocks, and that so many of these pastoral guides || London. Depend upon it, Mr. Raphael, who has a Jewish name, is 
are members of a society which bfeeds incalculable mischief by || a descendant of Jewish convert, and has imbibed apostasy from his 
reviving all the prejudices and fanaticism of the middle ages, all youth. None but an apostate could act so inconsistently and so un- 
the spirit of persecution which pervaded the s eeches of Messrs. gratefully as Mr. Raphael, who himself felt the pangs and disgrace 
Law, Raphael, Goulburn, Newdegate, and Spooner, on Monday || of exclusion, and yet speaks and votes in favour of exclusion. 

last, in the British House of Commons; when we recollect that We now come to Mr. Newdegate, who evidently drew his 


this “‘ Protestant Jesuitism” is fostered and nurtured in that hot- || inf ti 
bed of hypocrisy and cant, the London Society, we must not ty the 


' relax our exposure of the fallacy which characterises the conver- 
sion/arguments. The drift of Mr. Law's argument against the |) delivered at Birmingham on the doctrines of the Jews, said that, 
admission of the Jews into Parliament was, as the Times correctly || to those doctrines, Jews were ordered to obey the words of the rabbi in pre- 
observes, ‘‘ because the Jews have been treated for three or four | ference to all law; and that upon one of their grand festivals they were 


centuries in a manner that does little credit to their Christian || 2°S0!ved from all oaths they had taken during the year. It would be difi- 
utors, therefore in that system of persecution we should cult for persons so situated to perform the duties of legislation in a Christian 


persist.” Mr. Law says— 
It was a pure fiction to say it was incident to the Jew, as possessed of a is quotation 


natural-born subject’s -birthright, that he was admissible to Parliament. other conversion tracts well known to us, that it is hardly worth 
From the earliest times the position of Jews in this country was not regarded the trouble of refuting the charges brought by the credulous Mr. 


in the Court of Exchequer. Legally they were regarded as nothing but || alludes is only applicable to such oaths as a man takes in refer- 

merchant strangers under the protection of the Crown, ence to matters affectin g himself only but not others. There is 

Mr. Crowder’s reply,is irresistible :— no absolution from an oath in the Jewish law, Scriptural or Tal- 

Th) learned Recorder (Mr. Law) seemed to rest his argument almost |! mudical, which affects the interest of a fellow-man, and there is 

entirely upon the ground that the Jews were formerly considered in the light || 15 Jaw in which an oath is more sacred than the Jewish; and 


of Pagans, and on that account had been persecuted and banished; but if © : : ; 
the Jews entertained no religious opinions which rendered them incom- the absolution to which he refers is from a “ vow” which a man 


petent to discharge all the social duties devolving upon other British sub- || has taken to do anything which concerns his own person, but no 
jects, was the fact that they had formerly been tortured and persecuted as || other. Nothing could be better than the chastisement he received 
Pagans, a sufficient reason for now refusing to do them tardy justice ? from Mr. Roebuck, who thus replied to him :— 


As to the alienship of the Jews, upon which Mr. Law seems An hdn. member opposite, who had taken part in the discussion, had been 
to lay so much stress, we beg to remind him of the alienship of || doing what in literary circles went by the name of “dipping.” He had, for 


many of the great Christian families in this country. The founder || the time in on life, from 
’ . work certain texts, on authority of whic House 
of the Duke of Richmond’s family, for instance, was Mademoiselle || | 1. that the J ous, tt caked serie ied diepencation from all cathe 


de Kerouailles, a French woman, created by Charles II. Duchess of || anq obligations. What were they legislating for at that moment? Was it 
Portsmouth. Again, the ancestor of Sir Anthony Lechmere, | not because the Jews, owing to their nice sense of the obligation of an oath, 


Bart., first came to England from the Low Countries with the “ee the they could be 
absolv right had the hon. member, with t goted pretension 
Conqueror, and obtained a large tract of land in Worcestershire | the Gane be 


for services rendered to that monarch. The Bentinck family, of || jjouse and stigmatise a body of his fellow-subjects as professing a religion 
which the Duke of Portland is the head, is of Dutch extraction ; | which would relieve them from the oaths and obligations which bound men 
the family came over to this country in the train of William III. || to one another? From the manner in which the hon. member had made 


i li ip i extracti his extracts, it was clear that he did not understand them. Of the bearing 
od on of of the extracts, and of what they had to do with the Jewish religion, the hoa. 


ths when he (Mr. Roeback 
The next speaker, Mr. Raphael, seems to be ® thorough-going member was as ignorant as he was six months ago, ( 


, , would venture to say, the hon. member saw the work he quoted 
conversionist. He concluded his most intolerant speech with the || for the first time. 


following sentence :— Mr. Spooner said— | 


He would now conclude with this honest advice to the Jews—let them || If his vote were to be regulated by the respect 
reflect upon their position, tear the veil from their own eyes, believe in the || gentlemen belonging to the Jewish nation—if it 
deep sense which he entertained of the liberality 


' Mr. Newdegate, after referring to some lectures which had been recently = 
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such men as Mr. Goldsmid and Sir Moses Montefiore—if he gave his vote 
according to the high estimation in which those gentlemen were generally 
held, he must necessarily support the measure of the noble lord. If his 
vote were to be regulated by the interest which he felt, and which every 
Bible reader must feel, not only in the past history but in the future of the 
Jews—if that were to guide his vote, he should certainly support the bill; 


but such, he thought, were not the principles which ought to guide the 
House of Commons in deciding on such a measure. 


Now what “ interest” can Mr. Spooner feel in the Jews, if he 
is opposed to their religion and to their fellow-citizenship ? What 
other interest but to “ convert’’ them can he have in a people of 
whose faith he seems to entertain such a horror? Mr. Spooner 
is well known as a zealous adherent to the conversion clique, he 
is also a tool in the grasping hands of the missionaries, who can 
make excellent use of his money for the “ lost sheep of the house 
of Israel,’ or rather for excursions, trips abroad, fox-hunting, 
grouse-shooting, and other diverting exercises, to relieve them 
from converting a “‘ stiff-necked” people, by no means so easy to 
convert as they would endeavour to make their Christian sub- 
scribers and dupes believe. ‘ ; 

We will now proceed to the ExetersHall fexhibition, which 
stands in so close a connection with the opposition to the Jews’ 
Bill in the House of Commons. 

The Marquis of Blandford, whose hereditary wisdom may be 
more properly valued when we mention that he is a son of the 
present Duke of Marlborough, said, in the course of his speech— 


When we remember that, as touching the Gospel, they are enemies for 
our sakes; and while we look with pity upon their blindness and continued 
rejection of God’s covenanted mercy, we shall be forced to look at the bless- 
ings of Christian light and knowledge which we possess through this sad 
but instructive medium —we shall see the consequences of acontinued rejec- 
tion of God’s truth in their present state of judicial blindness, and I trust we 
may be taught to seek earnestly the fulfilment of those promises, when 
to the Gentile worldj the receiving of them back again will be as life 


from the dead. | 

The sentence is rather obscure; and if there is any sense in it, 
it is, we believe, that the noble Marquis much regrets that the 
Christians possess the light of the Gospel ‘through this*sad but 
instructive medium,” which is the Jews, and he therefore regrets 
our blindness. It appears, from the whole speech of the noble 
Marquis, however, that he looks upon the Conversion Societ 
more as a medium to convert the Christian infidels than the Jews. 
If so, we do not blame the noble Marquis at all for belonging to 
it, but we would suggest a shorter and more honest course —at 
once to establish a society ‘for the promoting of Christianity 
amongst Christians.” 

The Rev. W. Fremantle, who was the next speaker, seems to 
be a prophet. Whether a true one, or like one of the prophets 


of Baal, who ‘‘cut themselves,” will be seen from the following 
extract from his speech :— 


And is it a matter of no moment that we hear of wars and rumours of 
wars from Denmark to the Indus? Is it nothing to us that the Pope is 
depending upon an army of 6,000 men from France—the cradle of infidelity 
—to re-establish him in his temporal dominion? Yes, republican France is 
marching 6,000 men against republican Rome. Will they take Rome? | 
believe that the insurgents would rather burn their city than allow the 
French to get possession ofit. I should not be surprised if, before the close 
of next week, we hear that Rome is stripped of her gold and her silver, her 


trinkets and her finery—that she is in flames, and the smoke of her torment 
is ascending up to heaven. 


Now it happens that the French did take Rome; that the 
insurgents did not burn their city; and that, in fact, they had all 
along treated with M. Lesseps to admit the French into Rome on 
certain conditions, the principal of which was that the Pope’s 
power should be limited to ecclesiastical affairs, and not be tem- 
poral. And very judicious indeed. It would be a blessing to 
this country if the clergy, Catholic and Protestant, would not 
trouble themselves about politics, would be less violent, and have 
more of that “ Christian charity” which their sermons preach and 
their hearts belie. There is a great deal of Popery and mum- 


mery among Protestants as well as among Catholics—the May 
mummieries at Exeter Hall to wit. 


| 


A fine piece of acting was then exhibited in Dr. Macgowan’s 
speech, who came purposely from Jerusalem with a Jewish boy to 
present him at the meeting. Like as ‘* Richardson” has for eve 
fair some “ new novelty,” some ‘remarkable lion just from the 
desert,” or some “fresh serpent, the like of which was never 
seen” (and never will be), so have the Conversion Society, at their 
annual puppet-show, some one who serves as a star to astonish 
and delight the counfry audience. We remember one year 
when “ a grand Polish Rabbi,” dressed up for the occasion—but 
who, in reality, was, in his country, a butcher—was placed on the 
platform, in a high chair, as the “lion” of the day. When the 
grand Rabbi (we mean the butcher) saw so many women in the 
body of the hall, he was heard to observe, “ It is astonishing how 
many maids and widows there are in this country.” 

On another occasion, Dr. Woolf, the missionary—with whom 
the society had not been on terms, but with whom they made 
peace on purpose, after his return from Bokhara—was brought 
forward as a piece of attraction; but it was a complete failure. 
The Doctor began to sing in the style of the old Arabs (which he 
said was like that of the Jews), and the sonorous voice of the 
Doctor, coupled with the wild and distorted features of his face, 
so much*frightened the ladies, old and young, that many of them 
fainted. Gold scent-boxes and lavendar-scented handkerchiefs 
were seen handed about in profusion; but the Rev. Doctor per- 
severed. He continued to baw] out the alleged Arabic songs, and 
considered the discord of them as inflicting but a foretaste of the 
martyrdom which Christians ought to suffer for their faith. 

At the last meeting Dr. Macgowan had a ‘‘ Jew boy”’ with him, 
who was pressed into the sefvice of the conversionists, and taught 
shoemaking. The Doctor, after relating a long biography of the 
young shoemaker, thus continued :— 


So well disposed is he, and so excellent are his talents, that it occurred to 
our friends and myself to get him apprenticed in London to a regular shoe- 
maker, that he might afterwards return and practice his trade in Jerusalem. 
Now we have a good many shoemakers, who are converts, in Jerusalem, but 
there is one branch of the trade quite unoccupied, viz., a ladies’ shoemaker. 
We have many Christian female friends at Jerusalem who are actively en- 
gaged on behalf of the Jews, and who are interested in this boy; and I am 
sure that our female Christian friends, whom I now address, will feel some 
interest in promoting a plan which will contribute so much to their con- 
venience and comfort. It was decided that 1 should bring him to England, 
which I have accordingly done; and, with your permission, I will now intro- 
duce him to you. [Dr. Macgowan here brought the youth forward. He 


was kindly received by the meeting, and, after a few remarks from the 
Doctor, was allowed to resume his seat. | 


This poor boy was decoyed away from. his step-mother, torn 
away from the parental roof, for the purpose of parading him forth 
at Exeter Hall; and then the cunning missionaries tell us that 
‘‘ he was determined to leave his people, and to have nothing to 
with Judaism.” We ask, Is this story likely, or in the least pro- 
bable ? Did the light of the Gospel fall so suddenly on the 
young shoemaker? What else but bribes could have induced 
such a stripling to leave his affectionate parent, and to attach 
himself to strangers? Ina similar manner do'the missionaries 
abroad snatch innocent children from the parental roof with high- 
sounding promises, and then the children, after having gratified 
the morbid appetite and avaricious cravings of the hirelings, are 
victimised, and turn beggars and impostors like their unprincipled 
teachers, It is truly heart-rending to contemplate the enormous 
mischief which the agents of the society do to the social and 
domestic happiness of Jewish’ families, and all under the mask of 
piety and devotion. That cause must indeed be bad which is 
promoted by means which are as dishonest and treacherous as 


those employed by what Lord Mahon terms “ the noble army of 
missionaries.” 


Dr. Macgowan further stated— 


A hospital has been already established by Jews in Jerusalem, but after 
four years it was closed. They had a very able and skilful physician, Dr. 
Franklin, who was sent out by Sir Moses Montefiore to have the care of 
their hospital. You know that plenty of funds amongst the rich Jews of 
England were collected for that very purpose. Why, then, did not their 
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hospital succeed? There is but one simple reason why that and no other 
similar institution for the benefit of the Jews can succeed—it was not 


founded in Christian love and charity. 

Unfortunately it happens that*the Doctor's statement is untrue. 
There were not “ plenty of funds collected among the rich Jews 
for that very purpose.” Had there been plenty of funds, the 
conversion hospital would not have received so many Jewish 
inmates as it has. But if the Doctor's argument be correct, that 
“ no Jewish institution can succeed unless it is founded in Christ- 
ian love and charity,” how is it that in England, France, and 
Germany, so many Jewish institutions succeed and prosper which 
are not founded on Christian love and charity? It is really an 
impudent assertion on the part of the Doctor, in the face of the 
great Jewish institutions in England and Germany, and it is more 
than impudent to deny the Jews the character of love and charity. 
We invite the Doctor to visit the humble abodes of the Jews in 
London, and he will find there more proofs of “ charity and love” 
than he will find in similar localities among Christians. He will 
never find wives poisoning’their husbands for burial fees; he will 
there rarely meet wives and children deserted by husbands and 
parents, as among his co-religionists. He will discover domestic 
affection and “ Jewish” love and charity emanating from the poor 
towards the poor, such as he can rarely witness among the poorer 
classes of Christians, and he would learn to admire also Jewish 
charity and love, free from ostentation and display, but in that 
genuine spirit of Jewish charity, which dictates that ‘“‘ one hand 
must not know what the other gives.” 

The Rev. Mr. Bickersteth, who spoke next, would: not allow 


Rome to be burnt at once. He pacified the ladies in the following 
sentence :— 


I do not think Mr. Fremantle had any intention to predict the immediate 
burning of Rome. That, I am sure, was far enough from his mind; but he 
wanted to bring us to that which it is really important we should be brought, 
viz., to watchfulness and readiness for the Lord’s coming. He wanted to 
state distinctly to us, as the faithful Protestant Church of England, that 
Babylon means Rome, and that Rome is the Babylon of revelation, and that 
the Pope is really Antichrist. [t is important that we should stand saved 
from error on the right hand and on the left. 


What a consolation to poor Rome! Mr. Bickersteth should 
at once go to Rome, and comfort the inhabitants with the glad 
tidings that his ‘‘ dear brother Fremantle’s” prophecy will not yet 
come to pass. What a mass of balderdash and clap-trap to put 
forth in a civilized age in the presence of thousands of people! 
What stupidity to cheer such trash, cant, and sophistry ! 

Our readers must bear with us to listen to another and the last 
sentence spoken by the Rev. Mr. Pym, who made use of the 
following happy metaphor :— 

1 grieve to see the encouragement which is given to Popery in England. 
We have heard of Bibles being burnt at Birmingham! We have heard, from 
the walls of St. Stephen’s, that Romanism is antagonistic to Protestantism, 
and will never cease that strife until Protestantism be brought under her 
feet. But Protestantism never shall/succumb to Rome. Protestantism 
holds the truth, and great is truth, and shall prevail. O England! England! 
England ! they that guide thee cause thee toerr. They lead thee to tamper 
with Romanism. ‘They would throw thee into the arms of that Delilah. 
True it is thou mayest have arisen once gad again, and shaken thyself as of 
old, and broken the green withs wherewith thou hast been bound. But it 
is because God was with thee, and thou hast been faithful in a measure to 
the light which God hath given thee. But thou mayest tamper too long 
with these things, and lie once too Jong in the arms of that Delilah. Then 
thou shalt attempt to rise again and shake thyself as before, but shalt find 


that thy strength is gone from thee ; for the seven locks of thy Protestantism 
have been left in the lap of that harlot, and thy God hath forsaken thee. 


We noticed many of the ladies blushingly iooking down when 
the reverend speaker mentioned about ‘ lying once too long 
in the arms of Delilah,’’ and about “ the locks left in the arms of 
the harlot.” Some of the old maids seemed quite shocked at the 
indelicacy of the ecclesiastic. The simile was a very unfortunate 
one. It struck many a hearer that the seven locks of Protest- 
antism are not all natural—there are many false ones among 
them; and because there is so much disguise and masquerading 
in the society, many Christians have thrown themselves into the 


lap of Romanism, which he pleases to call the harlot. Had there 


| vouchsafed to them the 


been more candour, more integrity, and more sincerity, in mother 
Church, so many of her sons would not have thrown themselves 
into the arms of Pusevism and Romanism. The Protestant 
clergy forgot that “honesty is the best policy,” they did not act 


fairly, and lost some of their best customers. 

Our journal is too small to allow us to reply to all the speeches 
of the conversion preachers in full. We must content ourselves, 
at present, with the observations we have offered; but we cannot 
conclude without remembering a truism, used by a Jewish philo- 
sopher, ‘ Children learn their moral lessons from school-book 
tales, and adults must learn them from the events of the day.” 
There is no event in life from which the thinking man cannot 
learn a moral lesson. From the late exhibition at Exeter Hall 
we learned what zeal can accomplish, even in a bad and absurd 
cause. Twenty-seven thousand pounds are subscribed to a 
scheme which is founded on miscalculation and error. But those 


who contribute the money are, no doubt, zealous and sincere ; 


its misapplication is no fault of theirs. How much more, then, 
can zeal and devotion accomplish in a good and true cause ? 
How much good might be done for the moral and religious im- 
provement of Jewish society, if our Jewish brethren would shew 
as much zeal and devotion in the education of our youth, and in 
the amelioration of the condition of the poor? We cannot apply 
a more effectual counterpoise to the damaging influence of the 
Conversion Society, in a moral, religious, and political view, than 
by rousing our wealthy and opulent brethren from their apathy, 
and reminding them of what can be achieved by indefatigable 
zeal, unremitting activity, earnest. solicitude, and liberal contri- 
butions, to promote Judaism and its institutions, not among 
Christians, but in our own community—the house of Israel. 


REFLECTIONS SUGGESTED BY THE LESSON OF 
SABBATH NEXT 


Numbers, xu. To CHAP. xvi. 


He that hideth hatred with lying lips, 
“™ And he that uttereth slander, is a fool.—Prov. x. 18. 

Tue portion of the law which we read to-morrow is full of instruc- 
tion. Moses sent, according to the Divine order, twelve men, 
heads of their respective tribes, to search the land of Canaan, and 
to report regarding the soil, climite, condition of the inhabitants, 
etc., such as is usual for an army intending to invade a country, 
and to take possession thereof. Not that the Divine author of 
this command wished to ascertain these facts, for He is omni- 
scient, and ‘‘ knoweth things from their beginning,” but for the 
satisfaction of the discontented Israelites, who had, as related in 
the preceding lesson, manifested a spirit of dissatisfaction, by 
their continual murmuring whenever the aspect of affairs was not 
as favourable as they desired. Now the Israelites ‘had alread 

received so many tokens of the omnipotence of God, both in their 
emancipation from Egyptian slavery and in the desert, that 
nothing which they were promised by their Divine Benefactor, 
however unnatural it might appear, should have been doubted by 
them. They had overpowered a redoubted enemy, the Egyptians ; 
they had walked through the sea as on dry land; they had drank 
water from the rock, and eat bread which rained down from 
heaven; the bitter waters were made sweet, the dew was covered 
with manna, and the wind brought them quails from the sea; 
they had everything they desired; they were fed, and clothed, 
and sustained, by an incessant series of marvels and miracles ; they 
had ample proofs that the ever-watchful eye of their Redeemer 
saw everything and accomplished everything, yet they doubted 

whether they were capable of conquering Canaan. These mes- 

sengers which Moses had sent, rather than encouraging the 

people, and trusting to the irresistible power of Him who had 

possession of the land—rather than telling 


the people of the advantages of the land, and consoling them as 
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to its disadvantages—tihey gave an evil report, and represented 
the shady side of the picture in terrifying colours, whilst they 
suppressed its more numerous features—the side of light. They 
could not help admitting that it was “flowing with milk and 
honey,” yet they dwelt more upon “the walled cities,’ ‘‘ the 
strength of the giants,” and the overwhelming masses of the 
enemy. 

No wonder-that such a report was most discouraging to a peo- 
ple prone to murmuring and discontent. No wonder that the 
consequence of that report was the outburst of the people, 
‘* Would God that we had died in the land of Egypt! or would 
God that we had died in this wilderness!” Spite of the pacifying 
exhortations of Caleb and Joshua, the two who formed an excep- 
tion to the slandering messengers, they almost resolved “ to take 
a captain, and return into Egypt.” The mischief thus done by 
the spies was incalculable, and the Medrash applies to them the 
words of our text: ‘‘ He that hideth hatred with lying lips, and 
he that uttereth slander, is a fool.” Indeed, none of those who 
had come forth from Egypt, except Caleb and Joshua, had the 


good fortune to see the land of promise, but died in the wil- 


derness. The sentence pr«nounced by the Divine Judge was as 
terrible as it was just: “ But as truly as I live, all the earth 
shall be filled with the glory of the Lord. Because all those men 
which have seen my glory and my miracles, which I did in Egypt 
and in the wilderness, have tempted me now these ten times, and 
have not hearkened to my voice: surely they shall not see the 
land which I sware unto their fathers; neither shall any of them 
that provoked me see it.” 

Here we have an awful instance of retribution of slander and 
ingratitude. And it is remarkable that the slanderer mostly 
damages himself more than the person he intends to injure. It 
generally recoils bitterly upon his own head. The Talmud calis 
it a sword with three edges. It hurts the person slandered, it 
hurts the person who receives it, and it cuts the author himself ; 
but the last more severely than the former. It is a terrible vice 
of which we ought to beware, and which we ought to check, par- 
ticularly in children, who are apt to represent things to their own 
advantage. ‘If it is not nipped in the bud, it grows fearful and 
becomes a habit, which it is difficult to eradicate in age. The wise 
author of ‘ Proverbs” justly says, ‘“‘ He that uttereth slander isa 
fool;” because, instead of benefiting himself by it, he receives 
greater injury than the person whom it was intended to wound. 

The royal author therefore justly concludes— 


The mouth of the just bringeth forth wisdom, 
But the froward tongue shall be cut out. 


THE PARLIAMENTARY OATHS’ BILL. 


Tue philosophy of Dombey’s remarkable sister, Mrs. Chick, lay 


in a nutshell. It may be summed up in one golden rule, which 
she fired off on all occasions and at all corners, namely, that 
‘* nothing was to be done without making an effort.” The maxim 
certainly holds good in politics as well as in private life. It has just 
been acted upon by the ministers both in the matter of the Navi- 
gation Laws and the Rate in Aid Bill. Both wereto be defeated. 
The Whigs, indeed, were retreating, down-hearted, from the field 
when Mrs. Chick rallied them, and, more fortunate than Mrs. 
Partington in her mop encouuter with the Atlantic, unfurled her 
banner with “ Make an effort” inscribed upon it, and the victor 

was won. But there is a third battle yet to be fought, that which 
is to open the door of the Parliament-house for the admission of 
the Jews. Will Lord John Russell and his colleagues in this 
case display once more the same energies and firmness which 
have been so successful in the other instances to which we have 
alluded ; or, exhausted by their efforts, will they sink into slumber 
for the rest of the session, and allow all their proposed measures, 


and this among the rest, to be thrown over till another 
But let that be as it may, 


sleep also, we trust. 


year ? 
what will the country do? Not go to 


The people must not nod because the 
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tion in this country. 


ministers slumber. But it is time to be “ making the effort.” 
We are in June. Whitsuntide is over. Grouse shooting js 
approaching. The sessional ‘‘ massacre of the innocents” is loom. 
ing upon us. It is time to be doing. And the example of such 
“ an effort” would most becomingly and gracefully emanate from 
Liverpool, and we should like to see a petition at once set on foot 
to both Houses of Parliament, praying them to pass the bill which 
the ministers have introduced on this subject. We are especially 
called upon, we think, to occupy the van of such a movement. 
Among the inhabitants of Liverpool there are many of the Jewish 
persuasion. Let us go to experience. Have we not invariably 
found them good citizens? Are they not among the firmest and 
most unflinching champions of social peace and order? We have 
not, as a class, any body of men in whom can be found more of 
those elements from which good government is obtained and pre- 
served, and earnestly do we trust that their fellow-townsmen will 
testify their public admiration of that invariable excellence of 
conduct which has so long won our individual praise. 

And this should be done at once. The Peers, we are informed, 
intend to revive the old echoes of bigotry on this occasion, and 
once more to brandish the antiquated weapons of prejudice which 
have grown rusty and pointless in the House of Commons. What 
we do, then, we should do at once. Let us meet and petition, or 
let us petition without meeting. In one way or the other, let us 
give instant expression to our feelings and wishes on this subject. 

As to the arguments, or shadows of arguments, which will be 
raised in opposition to the proposed measure, they will doubtless 
be those which we have long been accustomed to hear from the 
Inglis school of bigots. 

1. We shall be told, as we have been ludicrously enough before, 
that the state might be put to the greatest possible inconvenience 
by admitting Jews into the legislature; that they are here amongst 
us, not as citizens with ourselves, but as so many mere birds of 
passage, who may start off for Jerusalem any morning, and leave 
their constituents and the empire in the lurch. This is absurd. 
Take an extreme case. Suppose that the House of Commons 
should be entirely monopolised by them. What then? They 
start for the land of their ancestors by to-night’s train. Well, 
what is the result? A general election, at the worst, to supply 
their places. 

2. But, say Inglis and Co., consider the word of prophecy. 
We do, and we think that to say that prophecy is impotent, unless 
Sir Robert Inglis and a few others help it on to its fulfilment, is 
so very remarkably like blasphemy, that we cannot find any other 
words to describe it. 

3. But, they urge again, look at the long term of centuries 
through which Jews have been excluded from honours and posi- — 
We know it. But the exclusion never 
originated in any religious feelings, scruples, or prejudices. 
Modern bigotry does but array itself, on this subject, in the casi- 
off garments of Richard, John, Front de Boeuf, and other robbers 
and ruffians of former days. The Jews, then the toiling and 
working bees of society, grew rich. They were marked for 
plunder, and religion was made the plea.. They shared the fate 
of the Knights-Templar, the most glorious defenders of the cross, 
who, enriched by benefactions from their admirers, were also per- 
secuted, murdered, and spoiled for the honour of Christianity, 


cand to fill royal coffers. 


4. But admit Jews into Parliament, it is said, and the legisla- 
ture is unchristianised. The very men, however, who work this 
artillery have told us again and again that it was unchristianised 
long ago. ‘“ The Dissenters got in and made it latitudinarian. 
Then came the Roman Catholics, and it became idolatrous.” 
This hobby, then, has been galloped to death by those who now 
want to mount it again. But the life is out of it. Galvanism 


itself cannot set it upon its legs. Take it away. The political 
“ knacker’s-yard” is its only fitting destination. Besides, Jews 
pay taxes, Jews occupy municipal offices, Jews vote for members 
of Parliament. They open the door by which others enter the 
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legislature, but may not walk through it themselves. Is this con- | have a singular but very appropriate ex 


sistent ? We have either done too much or too little for them. 
If the opponents of their admission into Parliament are not sham- 
ming religion, they ought not only to stay their onward course 
towards farther political privileges, but to deprive them of those 
which they already nag h At present they are compounding for 
sin. They permit the Jews to the rights of citizenship up to a 
certain point, and then cry out that it is wicked to admit them, 
beyond that line, to all the rest. In plain words, they swallow 
the veal of iniquity with a relish, but make horrible mouths at i 
when it grows ixto beef. 

Let us petition against all such anomaly and bigotry, and at 
once.—Liverpool Albion. 


To the Editor of the Jewish Chronicle. 


Sir,—Every true Israelite ought to offer his mite at the shrine 
of our holy cause. I therefore, at the present stage of the par- 
liamentary struggle between “‘ conscience and convenience,” take the 
liberty of directing your attention to the following remarks; per- 
haps you may allow them a corner in your useful publication, and per- 
haps some more able combatant may find in them something worth 
his notice, and may take the trouble of kindling the spark into a 
brighter and more beneficial flame. 

In your last two numbers you have exposed the “ Conversion Mum- 
mery at Exeter Hall.” 
arguments of the Rev. H. Stowell, which, from their secondary im- 
portance, have escaped even the shrewd glance of “ Mr. Pips,” but 
which, to some weaker minds, may appear plausible. 

The Rev. H. Stowell is pleased to call the Parliamentary Oaths 
Bill a “ back door,” and (probably trusting to the “ force of the law,” 
alluded to by the noble chairman) reminds his gentle and impartial 
hearers, after their applause, that Englishmen like “ open, above-board, 
fair-play dealing, and nothing stealthy, sinuous, or ambushed.” I 
mention the “force of the law,” for how else could the reverend 
gentleman have dared to remind so large a meeting of fair-play and 
honesty, when the very meeting is held in support of a scheme of quite 
a different nature. ‘The ostensible purpose is to promote the “ pro- 
pagation of the Gospel among the Jews.” ‘The word er we are 
told, means truth. But how can truth require for its diffusion such 
means? such violent speeches, maintaining false reports, exaggerated 
statements, and Jesuitical contrivances? Ido not wish to confound 
with these violent ranters those worthy Christians, whose sincere 
belief in their Catechism induces them to hope for our joining them 
on their road to salvation, although the book on which they found 
their belief expressly declares, “‘ Salvation is of the Jews; but I am 
surprised to find among the learned, among the nobles of the land, 
some still so inconsistent as to join this arog J for the ‘ propagation 
of Truth” among the Jews. If 1 had a desire for controversy, I might 
ask these enlightened men— eae 

1. Do not you wish us Jews to believe in the “ Holy Trinity?” 

2. Do not you yourselves admit this “ Trinity” to be a mystery, 
not to be cleared up by human reason, even if guided by revelation? 

3. Do not you confess yourselves unable clearly to comprehend it, 
although, by being trained up in your creed, you must, in some degree, 
have become reconciled to its contradictions ? 

4. Did not one of the wisest, the noblest, the most pious of your 
fathers, the pride of this country, endowed with an intellect capable of 
discerning the most refined distinctions, possessed of such superior 
faculties that he was selected to be the “‘ keeper of the conscience” of 
one of your greatest sovereigns, did not he publicly enumerate these 
contradictions, without attempting to explain any one of them ?! 

5. And do not you call the Jews blind for not readily believing what 
such great lights of the world could themselves not comprehend, spite 
of the .powerful auxiliary influence of a superior mind, of education 
and entourage ? 

If we are blind, then, because we do not see clearly where you find 
mysteries, then continue to pray (as your missionaries do) that the 
Lord may open our eyes. But remember, “ where ignorance is bliss, 
’tis folly to be wise !” 

” But to return to the Rev. H. Stowell’s “ fair play.” Can anything be 
more “sinuous, stealthy, or ambushed,” than the manner in which the 
leaders of the * Society for the Propagation of Truth” go to work in 
deceiving their fellow Christians in this and other lands? The French 


The Lord Chancellor Bacon, in his “ Characters of a Believing Christian,” 
which close with these remarkable words: “ Glory be to God!” 


But there are several points in the so-called. 
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pression for this sort of busi- 
ness: “ Vous avez sa religion.”* And this is actually done by 
the commanders of the missionary army with to their co- 
religionists. See what a welcome excuse the Rev. Dr. M‘Caul has 
furnished to the much-denounced Emperor of Russia by his “ sinuous” 
arguments in his “ingeniously perverse” book. Is the threatened 
interference of the police at the Exeter Hall meeting a specimen of 
this society's * fair play?” Is Mr. H. Stowell’s comparing of civil 
and religious liberty with a “ mess of pottage” just and right? Are 
the efforts at converting the sick Jew in the hospital at Jerusalem, 
where he hoped to be gathered in peace to his forefathers, proofs of 
“open, above-board dealing?” Are the abortive attempts of the 
missionaries to gain access to Jewish patients at the German Hospital 
at Dalston, and to prevent their messages to our spiritual chief from 
arriving in time, are these attempts not “stealthy, sinuous, or 
ambushed?” 

The Rev. H. Stowell, in using these three words against Lord John 
Russell, forgot that those who, like his reverence, live in glass (and, 
pers hot) houses should beware of throwing stones. I can 
excuse Mr. Stowell's allusion to Jesuitical manceuvres ; he is at home 
there ; for on that ground a kindred element has sprung up, fostering 
the combination of honeyed lips and envenomed tongue. If the rty 
led at present by Lord 5 he Russell, escorted by Sir Robert Peel, and 
guarded by good men and true, were in the least Jesuitically inclined, 
then the Rev. H. Stowell might have last year already suggested to 
them the application of that “ machine infernale des Jésuites”—the oath 
with mental reservation—that blot on the history of man. No; it is 
just because they and we respect the “ stringency”’ of any oath, that 
the Parliamentary oath is to be worded so as to acknowledge public! 
the two grand truths on which all religion is founded, and which dwell 
in the heart of every sane man; first, that there is a God; second, 
that all help comes from Him. Does not every pious Christian believe 
this ? Does not the fatalist Mahometan profess this? Does not even 
the most “ blind” Jew rely on this ? Will the Christian members of 
Parliament be unchristianised, will the Jewish member lose his claim on 
Palestine, because they all profess their hope “ that God may help 
them” in their labours? How then is the “ stringency of an oath” 
lowered by that phrase ? 

But the Rev. H. Stowell has, by alluding to Jesuitism, himself ex- 
posed the “ sinuous” train of his arguments, For when he speaks of 
a ‘‘scheme to lower the stringency of our oaths,” he forgets that the 
book, which he professes to adopt as the standard of his true faith, 
prescribes to him ~ (Matthew v. 33—37), Swear not at all.” Any 
pious Christian present at the meeting might (but for the police) have 
called this out to the reverend speaker, and might have added, “ nor 
by thy true faith, for thou canst not command truth or faith.” Surely, 
Mr. Stowell does not pretend to be more perfect than what he must 
consider to be quite perfect. ‘Then why does he strive to make Jews 
believe in the Rew ‘Testament, and is yet afraid to abolish the old 
formula, and to adopt a simpler one, which comes nearer to the above 
precept ? 

In my humble opinion, if the worthy Baron Rothschild were less 
mindful of the sacred nature of the oath, then indeed Mr. Stowell 
would be (Jesuitically) right, and the Jewish member elect might 
exclaim, If I were not.Rothschild I would be H. Stowell, and would 
come in at his front door , 

And this brings me to the favourite refrain of the back door. It is 
pretty clear that the Oaths’ Bill is not a back door, but a new, large, 
front door, which will allow the honest and duly-elected member to 
enter Parliament openly, erect, and just as the being should do which 
God createdin his image ; and not like the old door, which, according 
to orthodox Protestants, has probably let in many a Jesuit, and must 
have obliged many an idolatrous outward Christian to and wind 
himself through, which some may call un- English, but which in reality 
is degrading to human nature in every land. But our 5 Bea would 
repeat their cry—that the Catholics, the Quakers, the Unitarians, and, 
in fact, all Dissenting Christians, acquired their civil and religious 
liberty only by coming in at the back door. The answer is, The 
blame rests with those who, like Messrs. Inglis, H. Stowell, etc., 
persevere in denying to their A ee to their fellow-citizens, 
nay, to their fellow-Christians, their birthright to come in at the front 
door. Besides, civil and religious liberty is not the ae es and 
desirable object acquired at the so-called back door. To the wise 
saws of the above gentleman let me oppose some modern instance 
of this. The Reform Bill would not have pase the House of Lords 
if several noble opponents had not complied with the express desire of 
a royal personage, by absenting themselves, or abstaining from the 


2 “ You bave taken advantage of his good faith.” — 
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negative vote. Was not ¢his an unconstitutional back door? Yet no 
one thinks of repealing the Reform Bill for this reason. Another and 
more singular fact (facts are stubborn things), referring to the Habeas 
Corpus Act, is related by Bishop Burnett. “ It was carried % s he) 
by an odd artifice in the Upper House. My Lords Grey an 

were tellers. The latter, from ill health, was not at all times very 
attentive to what was going on. A very corpulent peer coming in, 
Lord Grey, intending a joke, counted him for ten; but seeing Lord 
Norris had not observed it, he went on with this misreckoning of ten. 
So it was reported and declared that the majority were for the bill, 


whereas it was on the contrary; and by this means the bill passed.”? | 


Now I would defy the above-named scrupulous and pious gentlemen 
to condemn the Habeas Corpus Act on account of the real back door 
by which it passed the Upper House.* 

I would submit these things to the notice of Messrs. Spooner, New- 
degate, and others; for it is they, and the like of them, who, though 
they be parts of what is called the “‘ collective wisdom” of the country, 
try to mislead public opinion by their speeches, proclaiming the spirit 
of love, but breathing the spirit of controversy. It is they, and the 
like of them, who forget that they deny the paternity of the Creator, 
when they refuse to acknowledge the brotherhood of Israel, his first- 
born. It is they, and the like of them, who avail themselves of the 
singular vote (of last year) of His Royal Highness the Duke of Cam- 
bridge, crying, ‘“‘ Behold, a friend of these Jews, sharing our scruples, 
fears them as we do.” 

Sir, a stern and practical German‘ called our age prophetically the 
Age of Paper. ‘The press may, perhaps, be proud of this; but truly, 
may we not regret that, in a country like England, the clear question 
of equal rights for equal duties should necessitate so many arguments, 
and should occupy the imperial Parliament so long, when their valuable 
time is required for questions of a far more complex nature? How- 
ever, since it is so, we must not let even our apparently harmless 
enemies escape our notice. It is not wise to despise any adversary ; 
and for that reason only can I admit the propriety of your stooping to 
refute the false assertions of the Britannia, Standard, Herald, Post, and 
their motley crew ; for the few readers of these papers seem not inclined 
to be taught to know better. Your enumeration of some of our great 
men is lost upon them, and must sometimes appear boastful; and, 
after all your information, their editors know as much about us as the 
French reporter knew about the Haidschnucken (sheep of stunted 
growth and of inferior wool on the Luneburg heath), when he 
described them to his readers as “ Un petit peuple sauvage de race 
inconnue, errant dans les plaines stériles du Hannovre !” 5 

I am, Sir, your obedient servant, 


Louis Freperic Baum. 
London, June 10th, 1849. ) 


AUSTRIA AND ITALY. 
J To the Editor of the Jewish Chronicle. 


Siz,—In one of your esteemed numbers I read an accusation by 
certain Tory papers, brought against our co-religionists, as being the 
promoters of the revolutions on the continent, Though, according to 
my humble opinion, such accusations are too honourable to require any 
refutation—as I despise the man who tamely submits to oppression— 
still I shall feel much obliged by your inserting my observations in your 
periodical, 

In Austria, for instance: there the most debased despotism that ever 
hung upon the human race and degraded the human mind, vibrated 
simultaneously upon Italy, Hungary, Prague, and Vienna. Although 
different in origin, language, and customs, these nations endeavoured to 
shake off the degradiny gag and fetters. Our people joined in the 
struggle. Considering that the suffocating weight fell more heavily upon 
them than on their brother slaves, the Christians, what righteous 
liberal-minded man will blame them for it ? 

In Austria no Jew was allowed to buy lands; at Vienna they were 
not allowed to possess houses of their own ; an extra tax was levied upon 
them ; and an extra police, called the “ Juden Polizei,” had the special 
mission to oppress them. No Jew could send his son to a college or 
university. No Jew was allowed to exercise any liberal profession, or 
hold any public charge whatever ; he could not aspire to a higher rank 
in the army than a sergeant, unless he became a renegade to the faith 


* This curiosum must be pretty generally known, since it is also men- 
tioned in the 8th vol. of the “‘ Percy Anecdotes.” 
* Seume, in his “ Aphorisms.” 


* “A small, wild people, of an unknown race, wandering on the sterile 
plains of Hanover.” | 
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| of his forefathers ; he was not allowed to marry until another married 


Jew died. 

Such was Austria in 1848!!! 

Is it surprising, then, that the Jews were first and foremost amongst 
the noble victims who fought and fell at Vienna ?—If there are 35,000 
of our brethren fighting gloriously in Hungary?—If, in Italy, they are 
struggling as for life and death? I, for one, should feel ashamed of 
my nation, sacred and venerable as it is, if persecution and oppression 
of the most cruel nature had so deeply debased them, as to remain 
passive spectators in the struggle between civilisation and barbarism. 
Here, where I command a regiment, there is scarcely a young Israelite 
who is not a soldier. Our chief Rabbi, Dr. Lattes, as well as the secong 
Rabbi, Dr. Olper, were elected senators by the free vote of their fellow. 
citizens, Our Minister of Finance, Dr. Pesaro, is a Jew; the Dictator 
himself, Daniel Manin, the idol of the nation, the Kossuth of Italy, told 
me that his grandfather was an Israelite. 

Who knew Elungary and Italy before the revolutions, and sees them 
now—what a change!!! ‘True, it cost thousands of precious lives, 
millions of property ; but what is life and property, compared to an 
honourable existence for our posterity? Liberty must triumph, in spite 
of Tory, Bigot, Croat or Cossack. 

About Rome in my next. 

I remain, Sir, your most obedient servant, 
Venice, May 25th, 1849. ALEXANDER, 


To the Editor of the Jewish Chronicle. 


Sir,—Fully aware how alive you are to any sign of the times, I 
venture to notice a fact which you may not deem unworthy a corner of 
your valuable journal. 

Staying at Ramsgate, I paid a visit to the educational establishment 
of the Rev. J. 11. Mvers, and was not less gratified than surprised to 
find that, among his very limited number of scholars, he has three or 
four Christian pupils boarding with them, and being educated for pro- 
fessions. Llighly respectable Christians thus bearing testimony to 
Jewish talent, by sending their sons to be educated by a Jewish 
minister, whilst it reflects credit upon our nation, is certainly one of the 
strongest proofs of the growing liberality of the age. 
| I am, Sir, vour obedient servant, : 

9, Magdalen Row, June 13, 1849. B. S. Cowen, 


To the Editor of the Jewish Chronicle. 


Sir,—In the Authorised Translation of the Bible, we have Judges 
xi. 39, concerning Jephthah’s daughter, thus rendered: “ And it came 
to pass, at the end of two months, that she returned to her father, who did 


with her according to his vow: and she knew no man. And it was a 
custom in Israel.” 


I have not found among my fellow Christians any satisfactory ex- 
planation of the above text, and I shall feel obliged if some learned 
friend of yours will allow me to ask the following questions :— 


1. Whether there has ever been a custom in Israel commemorative 
of the said event? 


2. Where and when? 


3. If it be existent now? and, if not, when did the custom cease? 
4. What the custom was? | 


I beg you will permit me to say that I am, with respect, 


Sir, your most obedient servant, 
22nd May, 1849. | KHALYB. 


[In reply to the first query, we beg to state that the custom did 
exist in Israel. In reply to the second question, we are told by 
Rabbi David Kimchi, an eminent Jewish commentator, that it 
existed in Judea in the life-time of Jephthah’s daughter; and it 
ceased with her death. In answer to the fourth question, we refer 
to the text (Judges xi. 40.) from which it appears that the custom 
consisted therein ‘*‘That the daughters of Israel went yearly to 
lament the daughter of Jephthah, the Gileadite, four days in a 
year.” It is likely that the Israelites made annually a pilgrimage 


to offer her spiritual consolati6n in her solitude and seclusion. }— 
Ep. J. Chron. 


JEWISH STATISTICS. 


To Sir Moses Montefiore, Bart., President, and the Committee of Depu- 
ties of British Jews. 


_Gentlemen,—I have the pleasure to present the following statistics 
of the Jewish population in English counties, deduced from the tabular 
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returns of births, deaths, and marriages, during the*year 1846, recently 
presented to Parliament by the Registrar-General. | 
Having for some years endeavoured to show the importance of this 
and similar statistical information, more directly obtained, and espe- 
cially since I have had the honour of a seat at your board, I do not 
despair of your sympathy and official co-operation for those objects at 
a later period; meanwhile I venture to suggest an application to the 
v arious synagogues fora return of the number of interments for a series 
of years, as data whence to deduce a more proximate estimate of the 
Jewish population at large than these marriage returns afford. 
| I have the honour to be, Gentlemen, 
Your faithful colleague, , 
J. A. FRANELIN. 


The report of the Registrar-General shows that, during the year 
1846, in every 100,000 of the population (50,000 of each sex), 1713 


persons married; hence the ratio of marriages to the population was 
1-71 


—z percent. Then since there were 224 Jewish marriages (registered 
as such) in 1846 :— 
Marriages. —_ Population. Jewish Marriages. Jewish Population. 


Or, the average number of marriages for eight years having been in the 
ratio of “;~ per cent of the population :— 


Marriages. Population. Jewish Marriages. Jewish Population. 


These estimates of the Jewish population refer only to the following 
counties, in which the 224 marriages in 1846 were registered, there not 
having been any Jewish marriages registered in Wales within that year, 
and the Registrar-General not acting for Scotland, Ireland, and the 
Channel Islands. 


Jewish Marriages in 1846. Do. from 1838 to 1846, 


In Middlesex . 180* (160 being in the (1838, 135 
Kent . . 2 City of London.) Year Sema 1839, 160 
30th June. }.1840, 152 
Hampshire. . . 2 1841, 116 
Norfolk . . 
Devonshire . 6 1841, 113 
Cornwall. 3 1842, 163 
Gloucester . Year ending } 1843, 151 
Sist. Dec. | 1844, 175 
Lancashire . . . 15 1848, 180 
Northumberland . 2 1846, 224 

224 


If the ratios respectively of marriages, births, and deaths among the 
whole population are equally applicable to the Jewish section of it, 
then, in 1846, there werein the eleven counties enumerated :— 


Jews married. Jews born. Jews buried. 
448 880 600 
Or, taking the mean 
of eight years. . 448 913 617 


It appears to me probable that the ratio of marriages to an equal 
number of both sexes would be found somewhat higher among the 
Jews than among the population at large ; a view founded on the com- 
parative infrequency of concubinage among Jews, and on other circum- 
stances. But as the immigration of foreign Jews into England is 
supposed to consist principally of males, the uniformity of the ratio 
of the population generally to the number of marriages is probably 
maintained.—Occident. 


Sypney, Fes. 7th, 1849.—Mr. M, Joseph, the late president 
of the Sydney Synagogue, was, on Monday, waited on at his 
residence by a deputation appointed by the members and sub- 
scribers, with a silver cup, richly chased and gilt, bearing the 
following inscription :—‘ Presented to Moses Joseph, Esq. (in 
addition to a testimonial), by the members of the Sydney Hebrew 
Congregation, as a mark of their esteem and respect for the zeal 
and ability exercised by him as president during a series of years, 
A.M. 5906.” On the reverse the substance of the above was 
neatly engraved in Hebrew characters. The testimonial was as 


* 180 marriages, according to the mean ratio of eight years, gives the 
Jewish population of Middlesex at 22,669 souls. It does dot appear whether 
this is inclusive or exclusive of the small congregation in Burton-street, mar- 
riages between Jews therein not being certified in the ordinary way. 
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follows :—* This testimonial is presented by the members of the 
Sydney Hebrew congregation, in public meeting assembled, to 
Moses Joseph, Esq., to record their thanks for the zeal and ability 
displayed by him in the performance of the duties attached to the 
office of president, which he held for upwards of seven years.” 
The testimonial is a splendid piece of illuminated oilleaila, the 
colours beautifully arranged and artistically rendered by the 
designer, Mr. Winstanley. Accompanying the testimonial was an 
address notifying that a fac simile of the testimonial would be 
placed in the vestry-room of the synagogue, and recording the 
bounden praise’of the members for Mr. Joseph's zeal and devo- 
tion in the services he had rendered his fellow Israelites. Mr. 
Joseph replied, thanking the members for the handsome present, 
and expressing his hope that he should always continue to em- 
ploy those exertions that had been so highly rewarded, but the 
success of which he attributed to the aid he had received from 
others in carrying them out; and in again offering his thanks for 
the gift and testimonial, assured the members that they would be 
heir-looms in his family. | 

Dusiin, 8th June.—Dr. Mensor has just been engaged as 
lecturer to the Dublin congregation, and as teacher of the Jewish 
youths. We trust that the doctor—who is a good Hebraist, and 
a particularly sound Talmudist—will devote his talents to the 
reviving of the study of Hebrew, so much neglected in England ; 
and that the encouragement of Hebrew literature, and improve- 
ment in the education of Jewish youth, will not unfrequently form 
the theme of his religious discourse, as we deem it the first 
duty of a religious teacher to use the influence of his office for 
educational purposes. 

PARLIAMENTARY Oatu Bi_i.—The third reading of the 
above bill passed the house on Monday last by a majority of 66. 
The members being for the third reading, 272; against it, 206. 
The decrease in the majority is properly accounted for in the 
Times of Tuesday last. 

‘With regard to this measure we may almost say that the Peers 
rejected this very bill last session, and that it has been re-intro- 
duced into the Commons, and again sent up to them by a majority 
which could have been almost indefinitely increased but for the 
general feeling that the question was virtually decided. Under 
these circumstances, we believe the usage of the Peers is to attend 
to an expression of opinion so deliberate on the part of the other 
House. Let it not be said of them, that they yielded to the 
strong, but persisted in trampling a section of British subjects un- 
der foot, simply because they were incapable of resistance. 


Jewisu Lapres’ Loan Visitina Soctety.—From the 
fifth report of the above society, just published, it appears that, 
during the last year, no less than 1061 loans have been granted 
to 334 persons of the various metropolitan synagogues. These 
loans vary in amount from 10s. to £5; they bear no interest, 
involve no expense, and are repaid by weekly instalments propor- 
tionate to the amount lent. ‘The committee have also established 
a Savings’ Bank, for the deposit of surplus earnings; so that the 
borrower, whilst he acquits himself of bis pecuniary obligation, 
can, if careful and industrious, make a provision for future exi- 


gencies. Some of those who, when they received the loans, were 
ina state of destitution, simply because they had not the means 


to earn a livelihood, are not now only paying off the sums advanced, 
but have actually become depositors in the Savings’ Bank. 

The committee observe that the poor generally are industrious, 
and consider that their position would be much improved if their 


| children were more ire on | apprenticed to handicraft trades, 


instead of following, as they by hundreds, the occupation of 
dealing in old wearing apparel; a mode of subsistence which is 


at all times precarious, inasmuch as many in the trade do not 
earn the smallest sum for weeks t 


ogether. 


The report concludes with the following appeal, which we hope 
| may be amply responded to :— 

Though it is unquestionably desirable to alleviate, by judicious aid, the 
inevitable destitution of the aged and the afflicted, and such as are incapable 
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of maintaining themselves; still the chief recommendation of this society to 
the continued’ patronage of the public is, that it assists, and in some cases 
efficiently directs, the exertions of the poor. It implants in them a feeling 
of respect towards those more favoured than themselves with the gifts of 
fortune. The impostor alone dreads the visit and the inquiry—the merito- 
rious, including those who, with natural repugnance, shrink from the expo- 
sition of their necessities, hail the timely visitants whose friendly sympathy 
is not confined to words; but who, as the humble but zealous ministers of 
the public bounty, bring comfort to the widowed heart, hope to the weary 
and despairing, peace and consolation, gladness and sunshine, to the most 


wretched and most lowly hovels of the poor. 

Lorp CHESTERFIELD’s Opinion oF A JEW BILL. — Wise 
and honest governors will never, if they can help it, give the 
people just cause to complain; but then, on the other hand, they 
will firmly withstand groundless clamour. Besides that this 
noise against the Jew bill proceeds from that narrow mob-spirit 
of intoleration in religious, and inhospitality in civil matters ; both 


_which all wise governments should oppose. — Letters to his Son. 


Mark oF Respect To A Jew By CuristiaAns.—Mr. Joseph 
Joseph, of Redruth, in which place he has carried on the business 
of a jeweller for the last thirty years, being about to remove to 
Plymouth for the advantage of a more extensive opening, most of 
the principal tradesmen of Redruth met together at Andrew’s 
Hotel, on Thursday, the 17th ult., to pay him the compliment of 
a public supper preparatory to his departure. The feast was given 
in the large ticketing room, and was supplied in Mrs. Andrew's 
usual style of excellence and liberality. Although the tables ex- 
tended the whole length of the room, some contrivance was neces- 
sary for the accommodation of the unexpectedly large numbers who 
embraced the opportunity of manifesting their respect for Mr. 
Joseph’s honourable and consistent character.— Penzance Gazette. 


REMOVAL OF A Portion oF Lot’s Wire to NortH AmME- 
ricA.—The Norfolk Beacon (U.S.), in speaking of the Dead 
Sea exploration expedition, says:—‘“‘Among the curiosities 
belonging to government, brought home in the United States 
store-ship Supply, the following are particularly worthy of men- 
tion, as calculated to excite a degree of interest seldom attached 
to such things—a number of specimens of the water of the Dead 
Sea, the river Jordan, and the pool of Siloah, and fragments of 
the pillar of salt into which Lot’s wife was transformed as a 
punishment for her disobedience to the commands of the Almighty. 
In regard to this last we are informed that the pillar from which 
it was taken rises nearly forty feet high, stands exactly in the 
spot designated by the Bible, and that Lieutenant Lynch, the 
commander of the Dead Sea expedition, expresses the confident 
opinion that it is the representative of what was Lot’s wife. We 


believe it has not been seen before for many centuries. Josephus 
records its existence.” 


OBITUARY. 


Died, on Wednesday, the 6th inst., after a protracted illness, at his house 
in Huskisson-street, in the forty-fifth year of his age, Mr. Ellis S. Yates, 


most deeply and truly lamented by his family, and universally regretted by 
his numerous friends. 


TO CORRESPONDENTS. 
‘* A Levi in Israel” is informed that we do not think it advisable, at present, 
_ to revive the controversy on the Second Festivals. 


We advise Montague Gliickstein to address himself to the President of the 
Synagogue about the grievance of which he complaias. | 


We crave the indulgence of Mr. Dukes, Mr. Edelman, Mr. Goldberg, I. V., 
J. M., A. B. D., and other communications which were omitted last 


week, owing to the length of the report of the Jews’ Hospital, which, 
from its peculiar interest, could not*be curtailed. 


Jews’ Hospital, Mile End. 
For the Support of the Aged, and for, the Education and Employment of Youth. 


\ ANTED, a well educated person, as SUPERINTENDENT to the above 
Institution. He will be required to reside in the house, and must be 
fully competent to instruct the inmates. Testimonials of high character will 
be required. 
Letters, stating qualification, &c., to be addressed to the Secretary, 5, 
Houndsditch, from whom further particulars may be obtained. 


By order | S. SOLOMON, Secretary. 


JEWISH CHRONICLE. 


JEWS’ FREE SCHOOL, 
Bell Lane, Spitalfields. 
For Six Hundred Boys and Three Hundred Girls. 


HE Governors and Subscribers are respectfully informed, that the Annual 

Public examination of the Children educated both in the Girls’ anq 

Boys’ Schools is fixed for Sunday, the 24th of June, 5609—1849, at Twelve 
o’clock in the Forenoon precisely. | 


By order, Ss. SOLOMON, Secretary. 


HE .SWANSEA HEBREW CONGREGATION return their sincere 
thanks to those friends who have kindly contributed to their Subserip- 
tion, and beg to remind those who have not already assisted them that the 
sum collected falls very far short of the required amount; and as the notice 
for payment will expire in a few weeks, the Committee earnestly solicit 
further donations. 


Donations previously advertised £96 16 
I. M. Moses, Esq. (Swansea). ‘ 
Sundry Subscriptions from Plymouth, per Judah Lyon 
Miss Shannon . ‘ ‘ 010 0 
Samuel Polak, Esq. (Newport, Monmouthshire), per 


Donations in London will be received by Sampson Samuel, Esq., 26, New 
Broad-street, and the Jewish Chronicle Office, 24, Houndsditch; the Rev. 
I. Kantrowitz, Manchester ; the Rev. D. M. Isaacs, Liverpool; Mr. Benjamin 


: Valentine, Edgbaston Street, Birmingham; and by Mr. I. Jacob, 33, Castle 


Street, Swansea. 


To be published shortly, Price Five Shillings, 
THE 


ETHICS AND JURISPRUDENCE OF THE TALMUD; 


OR THE 


MORAL AND POLITICAL PHILOSOPHY OF 
THE RABBIES, 
FROM THE GERMAN OF RABBI HIRSCH B. FASSEL, 


BY DAVID ASHER, 
AUTHOR OF “ OUTLINES OF THE JEWISH RELIGION,” AND TRANSLATOR OP 


DR. BUDINGER’S “ WAY OF FAITH.” 


Finishing Academy for Young Ladies, 
10, Richmond Buildings, Dean Street, Soho. 
Conducted by Misses CAROLINE and FANNY MAGNUSSON. 


HE MISSES MAGNUSSON, late Governesses of the Western Free 
School, beg to inform their Friends and the Public that they have 
opened an Academy for Young Ladies. The course of Instruction consists 
in Hebrew Reading (with German or Portuguese pronunciation), Hebrew 
Grammar, Translation of Prayers, Knowledge of Scripture and the Jewish 
Religion, English Grammar, Reading, Literature, Elocution, Geography, 
History, Writing, Arithmetic, and Plain and Ornamental Needlework. 
French, German, Italian, Music, and Drawing, by competent Masters. 
The strictest attention is paid to the Moral and Religious Instruction of 
the Pupils. The Method of Tuition adopted by the Misses M. has been 
highly approved of by the Rev. Dr. Adler, who kindly gave them permission 
to refer to him. 


For Terms apply to the Misses MacNussov, 10, Richmond Buildings, Dean 
Street, Soho. 


Board and Residence at the West End. 


HE MISSES ALEXANDER beg respectfully to inform the Jewish Public, 
that Ladies and Gentlemen may be accommodated at their establish- 
ment with every degree of comfort and domestic attention, either by joining 
their family circle, or occupying separate apartments exclusively. A party 
of Gentlemen, also, wishing to join in the occupation of seperate apartments, 
may be accommodated with an elegant suite of rooms entirely to themselves, 
Ladies or Gentlemen whose object is to combine economy with respecta- 


bility, will please apply to the Misses ALEXANDER, No. 10, Bedford Street. 
corner of Chandos Street, Strand. References exchanged. 


WW *Chatte: IMMEDIATELY, a person to act as unw and Reader in the 
Cheltenham Congregation. Salary £60 per Annum. Application to 
be made to the Rev. Dr. Ap.gr, or (in writing) to Mr. J. Davis, President 
of the Congregation, 172, High Street, Cheltenham. 


Printed for the Proprietor, J csonh Mitchell, at the Printin Office, Circus Place, 
Wall, by John Wertheimer, of No. 1, Cireus Place, tain Wall, and published 


Edward Ward, 54, Paternoster-row, and may be had, at the Jewish Chronicle Offices, 
24 & 132, Houndsditch, in the City of London. Friday, June 15, 1849. 
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